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September 1st deadline. The only change here is to change
that date to November 15th of this year in order to provide
more ample t1me. I also want to point out that the amend
ment does not prohibit the program from be1ng offered at
Kearney, merely directs that it be a cooperat1ve agreement
between the two systems. Also, the committee amendment had
the Institute of Agriculture as having the sole responsibility
1n the area of instruction, research and publ1c service in
agriculture. The amendment as it would be written would
change that to the primary state wide responsibility in these
areas. The reason for the change 1s that there has been a
number of...f' or a number of years, some of these types of
activit1es offered at the state colleges and at the technical
community colleges and to insure that no one would attempt
to interpret the language as proh1biting that activity some
of which has been conducted for 60 or 70 years. This language
was suggested as the primary responsibil1ty rather than as
originally suggested in the comm1ttee amendment. Then, there
is another amendment which was, I believe offered by Senator
Cullan at the hearing relative to two year programs at the
state colleges. As I understand Senator Cullans 1ntent was
to limit those two year courses to academic programs and that
the vocat1onal type program would be offered thzough the
community colleges or thzy could be cooperatively offered at a
state college campus. But again, 1n cooperation with the
appropr1ate community college for that area. The change
thatI have made 1s that the original language had these types
of courses identified as to what the institution 1ntended
them to be. Took out the part intended for obvious reasons
that you could get into some real diff1culties of interpretat
ion as to what that would mean. S o that is taken out and
what is required is that the Board of Trustees will submit
for the following year those programs that are involved so
the Legislature could make an understand1ng if the intent
of the Cullan amendment as originally drafted was in fact
being followed. Then there is a section being taken out,
Section 50 which 1n v1siting with the Attorney General' s
office it related to some cooperative buy1ng practices which
1ncluded the K-12 systems and there was a concern of mixing
K-12 in with post secondary education could have some tech
nical problems was not significant to the bill one way or
the other. It d1dn't effect the rest of the bill and that
• is be1ng stricken. Then the......thre is also some language
in the bill which was again merely correct1ve in that the old
state Board of Vocational Education as it was existed prior
to the passage of 344. Thez'e was some language that had
never been changed and that language is included but we made
some m1nor technical amendments to those, but again it was
merely to make sure that those existing statutes were consis tent
with LB 344 and they probably would have been changed originally
There is no impact whatsoever from that provision. The othe r . . .

- theze are two sections 57 and 58 that was dropped and some
addit1onal language which 1s the last page of the hand out
and those two sections deal» with how the Legislature would
proceed with the act after it is passed and the purpose of
the new language which is s1milar to what was intended for
the old, but it is to set out a prescribed procedure that
each of the institutions will be aware of in order to make
ad]ustments in the future of roll and mission statements for
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